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Applicants thank the Examiner for tiie thorough consideration gnen the present 
application. Claims 1-4 are currcntiv being prosecuted. The E.xammer is respectfully requested 
to reconsider h,s restriction requirement in ^^c^^ of the amendments and remarks as set forth 
hereinbelow . 

The Examiner has set forth a restriction requirement ^^hh regard to claims 1-4. The 
grouping of the claims is set fortli as follows; 

^^^^ ^^LAIAIS CLASSl£K:AlIDNi 

' Class 428. Subclass 221- 

" Class 264. Subclass various 

Applicants ha^•e elected claims 1-2 for initial examination. Howex er. it is respectfully 
submitted that the restriction requirement is improper ,n \ leu' of the fact that no serious burden 
IS presented to the Examiner to consider all of the claims in a single application. 

As set forth m Section 803 of the MPEP. the Examiner must examine an application on 
the merits if the examination of the entire application can be made u ithout serious burden. 
Two criteria are identified for proper requirement for restriction: 

1 . The nn entions must be independent or distinct as claimed: and 
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2. rhei*e must be a serious burden on the Hxaininer if the restriction is not 
required. 

Applicants respectfully submit that a serious burden has not been placed on the 
Examiner to consider all of the claims m a single application. A re\ iew of the subject matter 
set forth in claims 1-4 would include a review of both cla^^ 428, subclass 22! ^- and ClaSb 464. 
Thus, a different field of search really does not exist with regard to the claims of the present 
application. 

In order to be response e to the Hxammer's restriction requirement, claims 1-2 have 
been initialK elected. The Examiner is respectfulK requested to reconsider his restriction 
requirement and act on all of the claims in the present application. If the Examiner does persist 
in his restriction requirement. Applicant reser\es the right to file a dnisional application 
directed to the non-elected claim at a later date if the\' so desire. 

CLAIM FOR PRIORHA' 
The Examiner has not recogni/ed the Applicant\s claim for foreign priority. \n \ lew 
of the fact that the .Applicant's claim for foreign priorii\' has been perfected, the Examiner is 
respectfull} requested to acknow ledge Applicant's claim for foreign priorit\' in the next 
Office Action. 
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DRAW IN GS 

The OtYicial Draftsperson has not appro\ ed the Formal Draw ings submitted b\' the 
Applicants. It is respectfull} submitted that the drawings comply w ith the requirements of the 
USPTO. It the OlTicia! Draftsperson has any objections to the Fornial Draw ings he is 
respectfully requested to contact the undersigned as soon as possible so that appropriate 
action may be taken. No further action is behex ed to be necessary at this time unless the 
undersigned receives a notice from tlie Official Draftsperson. 

ACKNOWLEDGHMHNTOF INFORMATION DlSCLOSl'RF STATEMENT 

The Examiner is respectfulK requested to acknow ledge the Information Disclosure 
Statements filed on April 5, 200 1 , November 29, 2001 and May 28. 2002. Initialed copies of 
the PTO-1449 should be sent to the undersigned at the earliest conx enience of the Examiner. 

Fav orable action on the present application is earnestl\' solicited. 
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Please cluirgo an\ fees or credit any overpa\ment pursuant to 37 CFR 1.16 or 1.17 to 
Deposit Account No. ()2-244S. 

Respectful ly submitted, 

BIRCH. STEWART. KOLASCH & BIRCH. LLP 

•• -K 

B\- ' ' \ . .^ 

James M S lattery ■> 
Reg. No. 28.380 

JMS sib 

(703) 205-8000 P.O. Box 747 

Falls Church. VA 22040-0747 



